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Nor must it be supposed that Sve know' is parenthetic. In
non-defining clauses (Jones, who we know is honest), we can
regard the words as parenthetic if we choose, except wThen the
phrase is negative (Jones, who I cannot think is honest); but
in a defining clause they are anything but parenthetic. When
we say 'Choose men who you know are honest', the words 'you
know* add a new circumstance of limitation: it is not enough
that the men should in fact be honest; you must know them to
be honest; honest men of whose honesty you are not certain
are excluded by the words 'you know'. Similarly, in the
Guernsey Advertiser quotation above, the writer does not go the
length of saying that these are the only gentlemen who would
work: he says that they are the only ones of whom he feels sure.
The commas of parenthesis ought therefore to go, as well as the
comma at 'island*, which is improper before a defining clause.
The circumstances under which a parenthesis is admissible
in a defining clause may here be noticed.

(i) When the clause is too strict in its limitation, it may be
modified by a parenthesis:

Choose men who, during their time of office, have never been
suspected.

A whole class, excluded by the defining clause, is made eligible
by the parenthesis.

(ii) Similarly, a parenthesis may be added to tell us that
within the limits of the defining clause we have perfect freedom
of choice:

Choose men who, at one time or another, have held office.
They must have held office, that is all; it does not matter when.

(iii) Words of comment, indicating the writer's authority for
his limitation, his recognition of the sentiments that it may
arouse, and the like, properly stand outside the defining clause i
when they are placed within it, they ought to be marked as
parenthetic.

There are men who, I am told, prefer a lie to truth on its own
merits.